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L Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 4-21, 25, 27-30 and 33-52 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

2, The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless -- 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371© of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

3, Claims 4-9, 12-18, 20-21, 27-30, 33, 35, 39-40, 42 and 46-52 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Gilboa (5,853,327). 

Gilboa discloses an object recognition system for interacting with a computer and suitable for 
education (Fig. 19). Gilboa's system comprises a plurality of hand-held objects and a device 
including: a microprocessor; a visual display capable of providing an interactive environment 
presenting a visual event requiring a user to cognitively react by selecting and manipulating one or 
more hand-held objects in response to said event; a circuit for identifying said selected and 
manipulated one or more hand-held objects, said visual display further providing a response 
based on said selected and manipulated one or more hand-held objects. Gilboa's system 
comprises a platform for said hand-held objects. See abstract, figures, col 1 Ins 46-53, col 2 
Ins 58-67, col 3 Ins 11-18, 37-38, 55-61, col 4 Ins 4-14, 41-67, col 5 Ins 29-35, col 7 Ins 1-7, 18- 
22, col 8 Ins 45-56, 66-67, col 9 Ins 1-3, 32-64, col 10 Ins 34-45, col 11 Ins 16-32, 51-67, col 12 
Ins 1-3, 12-15 Ins 46-58, col 17 Ins 37-45, col 20 Ins 13-24 and col 21 Ins 1-7 and 26-40. 
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4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 10 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gilboa 
in view of Whitfield, made of record in the previous office action. 

Gilboa discloses an object recognition system with a variety of hand-held objects including a 
visual aspect (see Figures especially Fig. 19). Whitfield teaches the inclusion of Braille characters 
on hand-held objects. Gilboa's system using hand-held objects also includes audio interaction 
with the user obviously making it useful to handicapped individuals. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to include braille on the objects of Gilboa as taught by Whitfield 
to make the Gilboa system more usefial to a handicapped individual. 

6. Claims 1 1 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gilboa 
in view of Whitfield. See Fig. 19 and col. 20 Ins 13-24 of Gilboa. It would have been obvious in 
view of the teaching of Whitfield that the objects of Fig. 19 could be blocks and that the 
positioning of the objects is important for the educational aspect described in col. 20. 

7. Claims 34 and 36-38, 41 and 43-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gilboa. Gilboa discloses the use of the game platform with a personal 
computer. The claimed connections for a personal computer were conventional in the art at the 
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of the invention and would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art .0 include in 



the Gilboa system. 

8 The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

,. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distincUy clain, the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. A missing bracket makes the amended claim indefinite. 

,0. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). AppUcantis 
reminded of the extension of lime policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is no. mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuam to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 



final action. 
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1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to John Rovnak whose telephone number is (703) 308-3087. 




